O ) PATENT 

DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY FOR PATENT APPLICATION 



As a below named inventor, I hereby declare that: 

My residence, post office address, and citizenship are as stated below next to mv name I helipvp t *m 

Method and System for Processing Query Messages Over a Network 

the spedflcation of which is attached hereto. 

nonpublic «. or on sale in the United States of America S Tone ?SrTS5S« SJSSST anT 

JTT? r K T* bee " Patent6d ° r made inventor's cSfflcSe Sb^nTii 

If aPP ' K ? t |? n any """^ forei9n to Unlte<l sta <« of America on an apptadon fedbl me or 



below: 



PROVISIONAL APPLICATIONS 

I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) of the United States provisional applications listed 



1 Application Number 


60/330,842 


Filing Date 


November 1, 2001 




60/365,169 




March 19, 2002 1 



POWER OF ATTORNEY 

I hereby appoint: 

S'nnm M " d 9f!( Re 9- No - 40/738), Gary S. Morris (Reg. No. 40,735), Adam M. Treiber (Req No 

SEND CORRESPONDENCE, AND DIRECT TELEPHONE CALLS TO: 

Gary S. Morris 
KENYON & KEN YON 
1500 K Street, N.W., Suit 700 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 220-4200 (phone) (202) 220-4201 (facsimile) 



I hereby declare that all statements made herein of our own knowledoe are true and all chta^k 
made on information and belief are believed to be true; and tMmJSS^JSSSS^ iStoSF** 
uZ^^^ T tementSand the ,ike 80 made are PunTsnaSeTy^or impri^nf o^Sof 
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11^01/UZ 10:00 tAX 
'nov-OI-^ 02:02pm From- ~ ) 



LOCKHART DIR. 



) 



@oos 



T-696 P. 006/011 f-342 
PATENT 

DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY FOR PATENT APPLICATION 



FULL NAME OF SOLE 
INVENTOR: 


Family Name 
Baloflh 


First Given Name 
Aristotle 


Second Given Name 
Nicholas 


RESIDENCE: Oty 

Oakton 


State 

Virginia . 


Country 
USA 


COUNTRY OP CITIZENSHIP: 
United States 


MAILING ADDRESS: Street 
2779 Marshall Late $r*/ 


7 Qty 
Oakton 


State / Zip Code 
VA 22134 


Country 
USA 
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PATENT 



17 C.F.R. § 1.56 
Duty to Disci se Informati n Material to Patentability 

nJfLlET*!"!* VeTY - "? Ure iS aff6Cted with a pub,,c interest The Public interest is best served and the 
most effective patent examination occurs when, at the time an application is being examinedTthe^OfiS is aware 
of an evaluates the teachings of all information material to patentability. Each individual asSdated«S t^ZL 

S2£?i 1 °S to . the ^ a " infom,atfon Know to that individual to be material to patentebSftv as 
defined in this section The duty to disclosure information exists with respect to each pending daKtil me 
claim ,s canceled or withdrawn from consideration, or the application becomes abandoned L ftS^JSLhl 
to the patentability of a claim that is canceled or withdrawn from consideration need not be suS if toe 
information is no material to the patentability of any claim remaining under oonMrnSonta ZSuSS 

t UtY in / 0m ; ati0n Which is not material to the Patentability is deemed to te s?K if all 

Slii 6 T Qnal t0 P atentabilit y of an V daim issued in a patent was cited by toe O^Tor 
submitted to the Office in the manner prescribed by § 1.97(b)-(d) and 1 98 However no tim&^i S 
on an application in connectior .with which fraud on toe Office wis praS JfSS&S cftoe d^ of * 
d^osura was violated through bad faith or intentional misconduct. The Office encourages appHcaS to carefully 

(1) Prior art cited in search reports of a foreign patent office In a counterpart application, and 

n.j? 15? d « SeS J inforrnation over whi ch individuals associated with toe filing or prosecution of a 
patent appl.cat.on bel.eve any pending daim patentably defines, to make sure that any notorial 
information contained therein disclosed to the Office. marenai 

a .r JS H^m 5 S S' 0n ' information is material to patentability when it is not cumulative to information 
already of record or being made or record in the application, and inrormanon 

unpite^ 

(2) It refutes, or is inconsistent with, a position toe applicant takes in: 

(i) Opposing an argument of unpatentability relied on by the Office, or 

(ii) Asserting an argument of patentability. 

A prima facie case of unpatentability is established when toe information compels a condusion that a 
da m is unpatentable under the preponderance of evidence, burden-of-proof standard gMnaeach tern! 
in the claim rts broadest reasonable construction consistent with the specification, and bX! an? 

con'du^^ 

sectfon a I ^ iV,dUa ' S aSS0Ciated with "» fllin 9 or Prosecution of a patent application within toe meaning of this 

(1) Each inventor named in the application; 

(2) Each attorney or agent who prepares or prosecutes the application; and 
, nn P\ EWery ^ r P erS0n wh0 ls substantiv ely involved in the preparation or prosecution of toe 
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